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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 was filed in this 
application after appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, but prior to a 
decision on the appeal. Since this application is eligible for continued examination 
under 37 CFR 1.114 and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114 and prosecution in this 
application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed 
on 04/25/2005 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

Amendment received on 04/25/2005 is acknowledged and entered. Claims 1,13, 
14, 26 and 27 have been amended. New claims 28 and 29 have been added. Claims 1- 
29 are currently pending in the application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claim 1-26, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over French (US 6,263,447) in view of Harrington (US 
6,161,099). 
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Regarding claim 1, French et al. teaches a method for authentication of network 
users, comprising: 

identifying, in the network-based auction facility, a user associated with a 
registration process within the network-based auction facility (abstract and col. 6, lines 
14-24); 

assigning, in the network-based auction facility, a verification rating to the 
user based on accuracy of registration information submitted by the user during the 
registration process (col. 7, lines 4-12, col. 11, line 28 through col. 12, line 29; the 
Examiner interprets the "authenticity certainty score" as the "verification rating". 

registering the user with the network-based auction facility if the verification rating 
exceeds a predetermined threshold, to allow the user to conduct sale and purchase 
transactions with other users in the network-based auction facility (submitting personal 
information by the user including name, address, SS#, telephone number, etc, indicates 
registering step , col. 6, lines19-24, wherein information provided by the user is 
accepted if the value of the "authenticity certainty score" (verification rating) of said 
information is at the increased level of certainty (exceeds a predetermined threshold; 
col.1 2, lines 15-18). 

However, French et al. does not specifically teach that said registering step is 
conducted in auction environment. 

Harrington et al. teaches a method for conducting auctions over electronic 
networks, wherein a user is required to register (to enter his/her name, address, 
telephone number, etc.,) as a condition to entering the auction; Fig. 4, col. 8, lines 29- 
43). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify French et al. to include conducting said user registering 
step in the auction environment, as disclosed in Harrington et al., because it would 
advantageously enhance the security of the transaction system and prevent the E- 
commerce system from fraud. 

Regarding claim 2, French further teaches: 
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performing a set of validity checks on the registration information of the user 
(col.7, line 46 through col.11, line 27); 

determining a result of each validity check within the set of validity checks (col.7, 
line 46, through col.1 1 , line 27 and col.12, lines 30-37) ; and 

calculating the verification rating based on the result of each validity check 
(col.1 1, line 28 through col.12, line 29). 

Regarding claim 3, French teaches said method wherein each validity check 
verifies validity of a corresponding piece of the registration information of the user (col.7, 
line 46 through col. 11 , line 37). 

Regarding claim 4, French teaches utilizing a set of verification rules to define 
the set of validity checks, and translating the result of each validity check into a 
numerical value (col.2, lines 48-56, col.12, lines 14-29). 

Regarding claim 5, French teaches creating a verification detail record using the 
result of each validity check; and storing the verification detail record in a database (Fig. 
13-16, col.5, line 66 through col.6, line 9). 

Regarding claim 6, French teaches storing the verification rating of the user in a 
database (Fig. 13-1 6, col.5, line 66 through col.6, line 9). 

Regarding claim 7, French teaches said method wherein the registration 
information comprises demographic information of the user (Table 1 , col.1 1 , lines 38- 
51). 

Regarding claim 8, French teaches maintaining a database of valid 
demographic information (Table 1, col.1 1, lines 38-51); and 

determining whether demographic information entered by the user matches any 
of the valid demographic information from the database (Table 1 , col.1 1 , lines 38-51 ). 

Regarding claim 9, French teaches said method wherein the valid demographic 
information defines correlation between a plurality of area codes and a plurality of 
location information (col.7, lines 58-64, col.1 1, lines 38-51). 

Regarding claim 10, French teaches said method wherein each of the plurality 
of location information includes any one of the group comprising country information, zip 
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code information, state information, city information, time zone information, latitude 
information, and longitude information (col. 7, lines 58-64, col.11, lines 38-51). 

Regarding claim 11, French teaches said method wherein the valid 
demographic information defines correlation between a plurality of area codes and a 
plurality of location information (col.1 1 , lines 38-51 ). 

Regarding claim 12, French teaches providing user interface information to the 
user via a communications network, the user interface information specifying a 
registration interface for obtaining registration information of the user (col. 5, lines 33-43, 
col.6, lines 13-34). 

System claim 13 repeats the subject matter of method claim 1 , as a set of 
apparatus elements rather than a series of steps. As the underlying processes of claim 
1 has been shown to be fully disclosed by the teachings of French in the above 
rejections of claim 1 , it is readily apparent that the system disclosed by French includes 
the apparatus to perform these functions. As such, these limitations are rejected for the 
same reasons given above for method claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

System claims 14-25 repeat the subject matter of method claims 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
8, 9, 10, 11 and 12, respectively, as a set of apparatus elements rather than a series of 
steps. As the underlying processes of claims 1-12 have been shown to be fully 
disclosed by the teachings of French in the above rejections of claims 1-12, it is readily 
apparent that the system disclosed by French includes the apparatus to perform these 
functions. As such, these limitations are rejected for the same reasons given above for 
method claims 1-12, and incorporated herein. 

Claim 26 differs from apparatus claim 13 by reciting "a computer readable 
medium that provides instruction, which when executed on a processor..." in the 
preamble. As per this limitation, French's system is implemented on a computer, as it is 
directed to synthesizing speech automatically (col. 5, lines 43-49). As such, French 
implicitly includes computer elements such as a programmed computer readable 
medium. The remainder of claim 26 repeats the limitations of claim 13, and are 
therefore rejected for the same reasons given above for claim 1 3. 
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Regarding claim 28, It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify French et al. and Harrington et al. 
to include that the predetermined threshold is proportionate to a type of operation of 
the network-based auction facility, because it would advantageously allow to provide 
higher protection to higher-volume transactions compare to low-volume transactions. 

Regarding claim 29, see reasoning applied to Claim 28. 

Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over French et al. in view of Harrington et al. and further in view of Ng (US 
6,405,174). 

Regarding claim 27, French and Harrington teaches all the limitations of claim 
27, except that said method comprises allowing a second user of the network-based 
auction facility to access an indicator of verification of the user. 

Ng teaches web site for rewarding customer referrals on product and price 
information with rewards scaled by the number of shoppers using the information 
comprising allowing a second user of the network-based auction facility to access an 
indicator of verification of the user (col. 14, lines 12-15). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skills in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify French et al. to include that said method comprises 
allowing a second user of the network-based auction facility to access an indicator of 
verification of the user, as disclosed in Ng, because it would allow registered users of 
the auction facility to rate other users, as well as view other users' ratings to obtain a 
better understanding of particular user's transaction behavior. 



Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

(i) 5,850,442 to Muftic discloses a secure world wide electronic commerce over 
an open network. 

(ii) 2005/0192896 to Hutchison et al. discloses a method and apparatus for 
ordering goods, services and content over the internet using a virtual payment account. 

(iii) 2004/0168092 to Adachi discloses a device for performing login processes. 

(iv) JP41 01 24593 to Tomoaki discloses a system for managing carriage for 
auction. 

(v) Business Editors, Persistence Software and Cysive Collaborate to Build 
Internet Auction Framework discloses a high-reliability auction framework called Sold! 
Auction which will use transactional caching to enable companies to support thousands 
of concurrent users. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mila Airapetian whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3202. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30 am - 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wynn Coggins can be reached on (571) 272-7159. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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